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SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
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□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: On 4/16/03 
applicant amended claims 39 and 57 into independent form, incorporating all the limitations of claims 35-36 and 53-54 
respectively. For clarity, applicant changed the order in which the limitations were introduced and applicant changed 
the names of some of the elements. These changes were discussed. It was agreed that applicant did not intend to 
change the scope of claims 39 and 57. The examiner suggested further changes for clarity. It was agreed that these 
further changes would be made to the claims via examiner's amendment, should the examiner be required to send a 
notice of allowance in response to the 4/16/03 amendment.. 



